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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-20 are presented for examination. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 07/14/2005 has been 
considered. The submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Form PTO- 
1449 is signed and attached hereto. 

Priority 

Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority under 35 
U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d). The certified copy has been filed in parent Application No. 105 12120, filed 
on 10/21/2004. 

Drawings 

The drawings filed on 10/21/2004 are accepted. 

Specification 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a 
separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 
150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the 
printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" 
and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist 
readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the fiiU patent text for details. 
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The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application lor patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant tor patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-2 and 14-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
CalderoneUS 6588017 Bl. 



Regarding claim 1, Calderone discloses a system (100) (fig. 4 element 310) comprising a 
plurality of interconnected devices (101-105) (fig. 4-5 elements 402/102/104), and being 
arranged to provide the devices (101-105) conditional access to protected content items (fig. 5; 
programs #1-8 to houses A-G), characterized in that the system (ICQ) is arranged to restrict the 
number of simultaneous sessions involving said protected content items to a predetermined total 
limit (fig. 5 and col. 8 lines 34-53; programs #1-8 to houses A-G, in House A.... programs 1 
is decoded by the master subscriber station 102 and displayed on the TV receiver 402 
associated with the master subscriber station 102. MEANWHILE, video program 2 is 
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decoded by the slave subscriber station 104 and displayed on the TV receiver 402 
associated with the slave subscriber station 104, and programs C-G are restricted). 

Regarding claim 2, Calderone discloses the system (100), being arranged to restrict the number 
of content items that can be accessed simultaneously to the predetermined limit (fig. 5 and col. 8 
lines 34-53; programs #1-8 to houses A-G, in House A.... programs 1 is decoded by the 
master subscriber station 102 and displayed on the TV receiver 402 associated with the 
master subscriber station 102. MEANWHILE, video program 2 is decoded by the slave 
subscriber station 104 and displayed on the TV receiver 402 associated with the slave 
subscriber station 104, and programs C-G are restricted). 

Regarding claim 12, Calderone discloses the system (100), being arranged to restrict the number 
of simultaneous accesses to content of a first type to a first predetermined total limit, and the 
number of simultaneous accesses to content of a second type to a second predetermined total 
limit (col. 3 lines 53-67 and fig. 5). 

Regarding claim 13, Calderone discloses the system (100), in which the first type comprises pay- 
per-view content and the second type comprises free-to-air content (col. 4 lines 57-col. 5 lines 12 
and col. 8 lines 35-53). 



Regarding claim 14, Calderone discloses the system (100), being arranged to restrict the number 
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of devices (101-105) that are active simultaneously to the predetermined total limit (col. 8 lines 
35-53). 

Regarding claim 15, Calderone discloses the system (100), being arranged to determine whether 

the predetermined total limit has been reached in a weighted fashion, in which sessions of 
different types are assigned different weights (col. 3 lines 13-33 and col. 8 lines 35-53). 

Regarding claim 16, Calderone discloses the system (100), being arranged to restrict the number 

of simultaneous sessions of a first type to a first predetermined total limit and the number of 
simultaneous sessions of a second type to a second predetermined total limit (col. 8 lines 35-53). 

Regarding claim 17, Calderone discloses the system (100), in which the first type comprises a 
rendering of a content item and the second type comprises a recording of a content item (fig. 4- 
5). 

Regarding claim 18, Calderone discloses the system (100), being arranged to refuse a session if 
allowing said session would cause the number of simultaneous sessions to exceed the 
predetermined total limit (col. 7 lines 64-col. 8 lines 54). 

Regarding claim 19, Calderone discloses the system (100), being arranged to allow a session at a 
reduced quality level if allowing said session would cause the number of simultaneous sessions 
to exceed the predetermined total limit (fig. 5). 
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Regarding claim 20, Calderone discloses the system (100), being arranged to reduce a quality 
level of all simultaneous sessions (col. 8 lines 35-53). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the iii\ eiitioii is not iclentieall\ cliseloscd or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, il' the tlilleienees between the siibjeet matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Calderone 
US 6588017 Bl in view of POLO WO 99 37092 A. 

Regarding claim 3, Calderone fails to disclose the system (100), comprising at least one security 
module (300) for providing the devices (101-105) the conditional access and being arranged to 
restrict the number of content items that can be accessed simultaneously to the predetermined 
limit. However POLO discloses at least one security module (fig. 8 element 52; smart card 
security module) for providing the devices (101-105) (IRDs (Integrated receiver decoders)) 
the conditional access (page 14 line 8-lines 28 and col. 8 lines 5-col. 9 lines 18) and being 
arranged to restrict the number of content items that can be accessed simultaneously to the 
predetermined limit (page 14 lines 8-page 16 lines 16 and col. 8 lines 5-col. 9 lines 18). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of POLO within the system of Calderone because 
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they are analogous in multimedia content protection. One would have been motivated to 
incorporate the teachings of smart card software module because it would control multimedia 
content signals fi-om being displayed illegally and work with other devices to authenticate and 
enhance security by controlling the receiver. 

Regarding claim 4 POLO further discloses the system (100), in which a new security module that 
is to be added to the system must authenticate itself to the system, during which authentication 
the new security module is arranged to report the number of simultaneous accesses to content it 
is arranged to provide (page 14 lines 8-page 16 lines 16). The rational for combining are the 

same as claim 3 above. 

Regarding claim 5 POLO fiirther discloses the system (100), being arranged to refiise to 
authenticate the new security module if the reported number exceeds a predetermined individual 
limit (col. 8 lines 5-col. 9 lines 18 and page 14 lines 8-page 16 lines 16). The rational for 
combining are the same as claim 3 above. 

Regarding claim 6 POLO further discloses the system (100), being arranged to indicate to the 
new security module a maximum number of simultaneous accesses it may provide 
simultaneously if the reported number exceeds a predetermined individual limit (figures 3-6 and 
8). The rational for combining are the same as claim 3 above. 



Regarding claim 7 POLO further discloses the system (100), being arranged to authenticate the 
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new security module only if a sufficient period of time has elapsed since the last time the new 
security module was added to the system (page 14 lines 8-page 16 lines 16 and col. 8 lines 5- 
col. 9 lines 18). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teachings because it would control access in a specified period time. 

Regarding claim 8 POLO further discloses the system (100), comprising a plurality of security 
modules (page 14 line 13), each security module being arranged to restrict the number of content 
items to which it provides access simultaneously to an individual limit (page 14 lines 8-29), the 
system being arranged to restrict the sum of the individual limits to the predetermined total limit 
(page 8 lines 5-page 9 lines 18). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the teachings because it would control misappropriate content usage. 

Regarding claim 9 POLO further discloses the system (100), in which one security module of 
said plurality is arranged to increase its individual limit in response to another security module of 
said plurality decreasing its individual limit (page 8 lines 5-page 9 lines 18). The rational for 
combining are the same as claim 3 above. 

Regarding claim 10 POLO further discloses the system (100), comprising a number of capacity 
master security modules and a number of capacity slave security modules, a capacity slave 
security modules being arranged to increase its individual limit only in response to a capacity 
master security module decreasing its individual limit (fig. 3-6 and 8). The rational for 
combining are the same as claim 3 above. 
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Regarding claim 1 1 POLO further discloses the system (100), being arranged to distribute a 
number of session tokens to the plurality of security modules, said number corresponding to the 
predetermined total limit, each security module being arranged to restrict the number of content 
items to which it provides access simultaneously to the number of session tokens distributed to 
that security module (page 14 lines 8-page 16 lines 16 and col. 8 lines 5-coI. 9 lines 18). The 
rational for combining are the same as claim 3 above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ELENI A. SHIFERAW whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3867. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nasser R. Moazzami can be reached on (571) 272-4195. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained trom the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Eleni A Shiferaw/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2136 
3/13/08 



/Nasser G Moazzami/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2136 



